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1/6/72 


Director of Infon^tion 
Cr nernl Services Administration 
Washington, b#C# 


Dear Dir, 


Th la la to ap:^al the refusal to me of a aunbo>- of iuons of 
KtAtorislB for which I have asked in vrratog, copies of tdilch to 
Ids letter of January 4, 1972, to forward, to you as w appeal. 


tfarron Coi— iasion 
Aix&ivist refuses# In 


You will find that 1 havu repeated zone of those requests and have not gotten 
any responses In cod^ cases, meaningless responses in other, aiud pAlpablo untruths 
in others# In still othor oasas# it la transparent that ny requests *x\* just being 
ignored# I :.*xLievr> all those things violate tno intent of the ^agrees, if not to law, 

I know because inadvertently in to pa, it to wrong copies of inteiiiul copica of cay 
r^jiiooto have been sent to iso txiat there is a policy on th>- «liac in wnicii re-jpunno ^us 
to be mode# i*y request for this information is among the things denial oe, so i. ask it 
of you# How long after a simple Inquiry is it to be answered? 

tio you can b.ttor understand that thi& la not irivolous, On U uly 24, 19/1, I tasked 
for copies of curtain specified pugos of CL 1403* I n .ver got tuon cr aiiy answer# w7ujn 
X asked for then again In oy latter oi* D* dersbor 17 » 1971, they were not provided# In— 
stead I was told "If you will specify the pages in Co^tLssion Document 1400 of whieh 
youi Wiint copies, we will be pleased to furnish theso copies to you#" fu thau sa^ao 
lector 1 renewed oa unfilled request for a oooy of tho description of film provided 
to to Secret Servico by liDOT-lV, Dew Orleans {a copy of which vac also provided u*a by 
too station)# Instead of in acy way answering this proper and oimpl^ request, for a 
oopy of ji oi»i*glo sentence, X wae s^oic copies of siy letter to th> beorot Service diu 
its waxy letter of December 22, 19o9 to to ;axddvist. This ia deliberately noiw^sponsive# 


Recently, the Attorney General ban ruled that such non-ix-cpoiisivoiwes constitutes 
a refusal# I ala,: so interpret it# This la also true cf otor denials and evasions, such 
aa you wil- find in uy vequesta for copioo of wit told barren CocurdLsviion executive sesoions. 
to mors recent of ny 1; ttoro on the latter ars dated August 22 end Geptenber 18,1971. 


oo, 1 herewith appeal all these and the other refusals of yhich tho Archives lian 
copies and all those requests not responded to# The Attorney Gun«mL f 3 .%moranduin on 
tho Freedom of Information law specifies that "Every effort should be mdo to Avoid 

the applicant's path, with procedural obstacles# " I bops you will recognise 
this an binding and not require that I be put to the oxtra coat ruiu ..as to oi ticc of 
providing coulee of those rqquesto and the auswertv, which the Archives hao# I nine hope 
you will record. we tho intent of Congress in epucifyiiig "promptness" , which is true in 
no oase referred to heroin, tiiat of the still— u n filled request of lost Suly being an 
illutcuirttdLrvi and uot-uutypical example# 


Sinoorely, 


Harold Veisberg 


